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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see page 6, filed November 13 th , 2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1, 9 and 14 under 102(b) and 102(e) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Fong et al (U.S. 2005/0062604 A1). Please 
review the below rejection for further explanation. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 4-8, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jones, JR. (U.S. 2001/0042849 A1) in view of Fong et al (U.S. 2005/0062604 A1). 

As to claim 1 , Jones discloses: 

A telecommunications device (20), comprising: 

a positioning controller (GPS 22) adapted to determine positioning 
information for said telecommunications device (paragraph 19); and 
a wireless communications controller (24) adapted to receive said 
positioning information from said positioning controller and cause an 
audible alarm ("speaker or buzzer" - paragraph 24) to be generated if 
said telecommunications device is determined to be out of a first 
predetermined geographic range (paragraph 19, 23); 
wherein said wireless communications controller is adapted to cause 
positioning information to be transmitted to an associated administration 
device (40) when said telecommunications device is determined to be 
outside said first predetermined geographic range (paragraph 24). 
However, Jones fails to disclose said telecommunications device is determined to be 
outside said first predetermined geographic range for longer than a predetermined period after 
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said audible alarm has been generated. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well 
known in the art at the time of invention as taught by Fong. 

In an analogous art, Fong teaches said telecommunications device is determined to be 
outside said first predetermined geographic range for longer than a predetermined period after 
said audible alarm has been generated (paragraphs 36, 40, and 44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the telecommunications device and alarm, disclosed by Jones, said 
telecommunications device is determined to be outside said first predetermined geographic 
range for longer than a predetermined period after said audible alarm has been generated, as 
taught by Fong, in order to determine when a mobile user has exceeded a specified boundary. 

As to claim 4, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claim 1 and Jones also 
discloses: 

positioning controller receives Global Positioning System (GPS) signals to 
determine said positioning information (paragraph 24). 
As to claim 5, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claims 1 and 4 and 
Jones also discloses: 

said wireless communications controller is a cellular telephone controller 
(paragraph 19). 

As to claim 6, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claims 1 and 4 and 
Jones also discloses: 

said wireless communications controller is a personal communications service 
(PCS) controller (paragraph 1 9). 
As to claim 7, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claim 1 and Jones also 
discloses: 
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said predetermined range includes a geographic, date, daily routine, and time-of- 
day ranges (paragraph 20). 
As to claim 8, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claim 1 and Jones also 
discloses: 

said positioning controller is adapted to receive predetermined range information 
via said wireless communications controller (paragraph 23). 
As to claim 14, Jones discloses: 

A telecommunications method (paragraph 2), comprising: 

affixing a wireless device (20) to a predetermined object (paragraph 17); 

and 

programming said wireless device to be in a first predetermined 
geographic range (paragraph 19); 

generating an audible warning if said wireless device is determined to be 
outside said first predetermined geographic range (paragraph 24); and 
transmitting one or more alerting signals to an administrative device (40) 
when said wireless device is determined to be outside said first 
predetermined geographic range (paragraph 24). 
However, Jones fails to disclose said wireless device is determined to be outside said 

first predetermined geographic range for longer than a predetermined period after said audible 

warning has been generated. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the 

art at the time of invention as taught by Fong. 

Fong also teaches said wireless device is determined to be outside said first 

predetermined geographic range for longer than a predetermined period after said audible 

warning has been generated (paragraphs 36, 40, and 44). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the method, disclosed by Jones, said wireless device is determined to be 
outside said first predetermined geographic range for longer than a predetermined period after 
said audible warning has been generated, as taught by Fong, in order to determine when a 
mobile user has exceeded a specified boundary. 

4. Claims 3 and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jones and Fong as applied to claims 1 and 14 above, and further in view of Chaco (U.S. 
7,034,690 B2). 

As to claim 3, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claim 1; however, 
neither Jones nor Fong fails to disclose said wireless communications controller is adapted to 
cause positioning information to be transmitted to an associated administration device when 
said telecommunications device is determined to be outside a second predetermined 
geographic range. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at the 
time of invention as taught by Chaco. 

In an analogous art, Chaco teaches said wireless communications controller is adapted 
to cause positioning information to be transmitted to an associated administration device when 
said telecommunications device is determined to be outside a second predetermined 
geographic range (column 8, lines 59-67; column 9, lines 8-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the telecommunications device and wireless communications controller, 
taught by Jones and Fong, said wireless communications controller is adapted to cause 
positioning information to be transmitted to an associated administration device when said 
telecommunications device is determined to be outside a second predetermined geographic 
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range, as taught by Chaco, in order to detect the wireless device's movement from one area to 
another and initiating an alarm or instituting a search when unwarranted movement is detected. 

As to claim 16, Jones and Fong teaches everything as applied in claim 14; however, 
neither Jones nor Fong fails to disclose transmitting one or more alerting signals to an 
administrative device when said wireless device is determined to be outside a second 
predetermined range. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at 
the time of invention as taught by Chaco. 

In an analogous art, Chaco teaches transmitting one or more alerting signals to an 
administrative device when said wireless device is determined to be outside a second 
predetermined range (column 8, lines 59-67; column 9, lines 8-10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the method, taught by Jones and Fong, transmitting one or more alerting 
signals to an administrative device when said wireless device is determined to be outside a 
second predetermined range, as taught by Chaco, in order to detect the wireless device's 
movement from one area to another and initiating an alarm or instituting a search when 
unwarranted movement is detected. 

As to claim 17, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 14 and Chaco 
teaches everything as applied in claim 16 and Jones further discloses: 

said administrative device comprises a telephony device (paragraph 17). 

As to claim 18, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 14 and Chaco 
teaches everything as applied in claim 16 and Jones further discloses: 

said one or more alerting signals comprise one or more e-mall signals 
(paragraph 25). 
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As to claim 19, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 14 and Chaco 
teaches everything as applied in claim 16 and Jones further discloses: 

said one or more alerting signals comprise one or more Instant Messaging 
signals (paragraph 25). 
As to claim 20, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 14 and Chaco 
teaches everything as applied in claim 16 and Jones further discloses: 

said first and second predetermined ranges are associated with at least one of 
geographic range, daily routine, time-of-day range, or date range (paragraph 
20). 

5. Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jones, 
JR. (U.S. 2001/0052849 A1) in view of Fong et a/ (U.S. 2005/0062604 A1). 
As to claim 9, Jones discloses: 

A telecommunications system (Figure 1), comprising: 

a wireless device (20) including a positioning controller (22) and a 
communications controller (24), said wireless device adapted to cause an 
audible warning to be generated if said wireless device is determined to 
be outside a first predetermined geographic range (paragraph 19, 23); 
and 

an administrative device (40) for receiving alerts from said wireless 
communication device via said communications controller when said 
positioning controller determines that said wireless device is outside said 
first predetermined geographic range (paragraph 24). 
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However, Jones fails to disclose for longer than a predetermined period or is outside 
said first predetermined geographic range and a second predetermined geographic range and 
after said audible warning has been generated, but wherein said positioning controller does not 
send an alert if said wireless device returns to said first predetermined geographic range within 
the predetermined period. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art 
at the time of invention as taught by Fong. 

Fong also teaches for longer than a predetermined period or is outside said first 
predetermined geographic range and a second predetermined geographic range and after said 
audible warning has been generated, but wherein said positioning controller does not send an 
alert if said wireless device returns to said first predetermined geographic range within the 
predetermined period (paragraphs 40-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the system and positioning controller, disclosed by Jones, for longer than a 
predetermined period or is outside said first predetermined geographic range and a second 
predetermined geographic range and after said audible warning has been generated, but 
wherein said positioning controller does not send an alert if said wireless device returns to said 
first predetermined geographic range within the predetermined period, as taught by Fong, in 
order to detect the wireless device's movement from one area to another and initiating an alarm 
or instituting a search when unwarranted movement is detected. 

As to claim 10, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 9 and Jones further 
discloses: 

said positioning controller receives global positioning network signals for 
determining a position of said wireless communications device (paragraph 24). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claims 9-10 and Jones 
further discloses: 

said communications controller comprises a cellular network controller for 
transmitting on a cellular telephone network to said administrative device 
(paragraph 19). 

6. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jones and Fong as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Chaco (U.S. 7,034,690 
B2). 

As to claim 12, Jones and Fong teach everything as applied in claim 9 above; however, 
neither Jones nor Fong teach teaches said administrative device is adapted to display location 
information when said wireless device is determined to be outside said second predetermined 
range. The Examiner contends this feature was old and well known in the art at the time of 
invention as taught by Chaco. 

Chaco also teaches said administrative device is adapted to display location information 
when said wireless device is determined to be outside said second predetermined range 
(column 4, lines 28-31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to require the system and administrative device, taught by Jones and Fong, said 
administrative device is adapted to display location information when said wireless device is 
determined to be outside said second predetermined range, as taught by Chaco, in order to 
detect the wireless device's movement from one area to another and initiating an alarm or 
instituting a search when unwarranted movement is detected. 
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As to claim 13, Jones and Fong everything as applied in claim 9 above and Chaco 
teach everything as applied in claim 12 and Jones further discloses: 

said predetermined range is associated with one or more of a geographic range, 
time-of-day range, daily routine, or date range (paragraph 20). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Olivia Marsh whose telephone number is 571-272-7912. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




CHARLES APPIAH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



